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FOREWORD 



The Division of Compensatory Education is grateful to Kentucky 
school leaders and Title I staff xnembers whose commitment to 
effective compensatory educational programs is reflected in the data 
compiled in this report. 

We eKpress gratitude, too, to those involved in the preparation 
of the local districts' evaluation reports to the Department of Education. 
Most reports evidenced careful attention to instructions; ..acceptable 
objective measures of educational progress, accurate recording of 
participation and staffing data, and promptness In the completion and 
sii'bmission of the documents. 

The Division of Compensatory Education urges the continued 
cooperation of local school district personnel in the careful preparation 
of the federally mandated annual Title I evaluation reports; and, of 
course, the continued commitment to effective, productive compensatory 
instructional programs for the educationally disadvantaged children of 
Kentucky. 



John H. Bruce, Director . 

Division of Compensatory Education 
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PART I 



NEEDS ASSESSMENT 



As required by law and regulation, each Title I grant applicant 
annually conducts an assessment of the special needs of educationally 
disadvantaged children and establishes a priority for addressing these 
needs. 

Planners in Kentucky school districts employed various methods 
to identify and order learner needs. One hundred eighty-two districts 
made use of standardized achievement tests. Observation techniques 
were employed in 138 districts. Diagnostic tests and mental ability 
tests were used in 111 and 108 districts respectively. While other 
techniques were exercised, none were implemented in as many as half 
of the Commonwealth's school districts. 

Inadequate reading development eclipsed all other concerns in- 
dicated by respondents, with 89 percent rating that as of primary 
significance. 

Inadequate knowledge of mathematics and inadequate command of 
language were most frequently indicated as being of second ranked 
importance. 

A compilation of district rankings of educational concerns is pre- 
sented in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 

EDUCATIONAL CONCERNS INDICATED BY PERSONNEL 
IN TITLE I PROJECTS BY PERCENT 



1 — 

EDUCATIONAL CONCERNS 


~"l8t ■ 


2nd 


Rank 


■ ' " 4th 'I 


inadequate Reading Development 


89% 


6% 


2% 


3% 


Inadequate Command of Language 


2% 


28% 


18% 


13% 


roor ueaitn 


0 


1% 


2% 


1% 


nuLniiionai ue^ticxencies 


0 


0 


1% 


1% 


- Cu 1 1 u ra 1" Depri va t i on 


3% 


7% 


16% 


19% 


Inadequate Knowledge of 
Mathematics 


0 


31% 


19% 


1 97 
XZ/o 


Inadequate Provisions for 
Educating the Handicapped 


1% 


3% 


3% 


1% 


Inadequate Pre-achool Experience 


5% 


19% 


20% - 


' 15% 


Inadequate Educational Facilities 


1% 


1% 


•3% 


3% 


Inadequate Instructional 
Facilities and Equipment 


0 


_1% 


2% 


3% - 


Other 


0 


1% 


1% 


0 
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PART II 



PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN TITLE L 
ESEA PROJECTS 



Parent involvement in FY 1975 Title I projects, as_^would be 

expected, ranged from extensive, meaningful partnership to casuar 
informal participation. Observations by SEA representatives 
^.monitoring district projects indicate that increasing numbers of 
LEA'S are achieving effective parent involvement in Title I programs. 

The 1974-75 school year saw the initiation of School Advisory 
Councils throughout the Commonwealth. Most districts began the 
year with only District Councils, but organized School Councils 
during the course of the year. LEA's reported an average of 
3. 5 District Advisory Council meetings during the year with the 
average DAC including 11.4 parent members. Table 2 summarizes 
parental involvement in the seven categories of participation for 
which districts were asked to provide data. " With the exception of 
Advisory Council membership (for wh- jh districts were required 
to maintain records), the data reflect a compilation of estimates 
reported by the 183 school districts. 



Tables 2a, 2b, 2c, 2d, and 2e indicate the ejctent of parental 
involvement in the same categories of participation (except 
Advisory Council membership) in reading, kindergarten, general 
education, special -e'ducation, and mathematics components. 
Advisory^Gouncil membership is not included as a category of 
-p'arent involvement in the various components, since such 
involvement is project-wide and not possible to quantify by 
component. 
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TABLE 2 

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN TITLE I PROGRAMS 





No. 
Parents 


No, Parents 
per 100 

Participants 


Total No. ^ 
Involved ' 


Average 
No. Parents 
Per District 


Average 
Hours 

per District 














.Visited Title I Classrooin 


15,844 


13 8 


15 763 


86.6 ■■" 


00. i. 


Individual Conferences 
with Teachers 


19,267 


16.8 


11,427 


105.3 




Parents .Contacted on Home Visits 


16,943.. 


J4.8 


13,435 


■ 92.6 


' 73.4 


Attended Parents' .Day or 
Similar Prograi 


19,058 


16.6 


20,084 


104.1 


109.6 


Field Trips or Other Activities 
Without Pay 


3,771 


3.3 

*• 


17,354 


20,6 


94.8 


Teacher Aides or Other Activities 
. With Pay 


575 


'0.5 


27,248 


3.1 ' 


148.9 


Estimated Unduplicated Count 
of Parents Participating Above 


36,093 


31.4 


113,006 ■ 


197.2 


617.5 



TABLE 2a 

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN READING COMPONENTS 





No., 
arents 


No, Parents 

per 100 
Participants 


Total Hrs, 
Involved 


Average 
No. Parents 
per District 


Average 
Hours 
per District 


Jisited4it-k~I-Gla8sroo- 


ll74-23~ 


— rCT — 


- 9.537 






Individual oonferences 
with Teachers 


13,659 


16.7 


8,129 


64.7 ■ 


38.5 


Parents Contacted on Home Visits 


10,469 


12.8 


10,713: 


49,6 


50.8 ^ 


Attended Parents' Day or 
Similar Program 


13,553" 


" "i6;6 


14,713 


64,2 


69,7 


Field Trips or Other Activities 
Without Pay 


2,189 


2.7 


11,585' 


10,4 


' 54.9 


Teacher Aides or Other Activities 
With Pay 


131 


,2 


27,425 


.6 


130,0 


Estimated Unduplicated Totals 


24,473 


30.0 


82,102 


116,0 


389.1 

1 



TABLE 2b 

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN KINDERGARTEN COMPONENTS 



0) 





No, 

Parents.^ 


No, Parents 

per-iUO 
-^Participants 


Total Hrs, 
Involved 


^ Average 


Average 


No, farents 
per District 


Hours 
per Districf 


* 

visit80 iiiie I tiassrooiii 




JJi 7 


7 niR 




^jU, J 


Individual Conferer 
witn leacner 








7Q Q 


oo.o 


Parents Contacted on Home Visits 


1,009 


18.9 


695 


36.0 


. 24.8 


Attended Parents' Day or 
Similar Program 


2,244 


42,0 


3,498 • 


80,1 


124.9 


Field Trips or Other Activities 


i , JU J 




1 

5 114 


46 5 


182 6 


Teacher Aides or' Other Activities 
With Pay 


10 


.2 


35 


.4 ^ 


1.3 


Estimated Unduplicated Totals 


5,072 


94.9 


.18,277 


181,1 


652.8 



TABLE 2c ■ 

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN GENERAL EDUCATION COMPONENTS 





No, 
Parents 


No, Parents 

per 100 
Participants 


Total Hrg, 
Involved 


Average 
No. Parents , 
per District 


, Average 

Hours . 
jjer District 


tft t t 4 tail* tm A<i 

Visited Title I Classrooi 


2,342 


33.4, 


: 2,948 


25.2'-, 


31.7 


Individual Conferences 
■ with Teachers 


2,345 


33.5 


1,594 


■.25,,2:::''^ 


: 17.1 ■ 


Parents Contacted on Home Visits 


1,478 ■ 


■ 21.1 r 


''■:1,319:; 






Attended Parents' Day or 
Similar Progra 


.1,800 


25.7'' 


2,693 


:;i9.4 r 


■■-29.07""^ 


Field Iti^ or Other Actfiities 


456 


6,5 


1,154 


/A 

4.9 


12.4 


Teacher or Other Activities 




0.5 


4,547 




43.9 


Estimated Uifei^iicated '.Totals 




■■48.0 


14,255 


36,2 


153.3 
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The one-day in-service training sessions attracted 2, 281 partici- 
pants^ while the State Conference was attended by 2, 303 Title I staff 
members. Two hundred fifty-eight administrators and supervisors 
who were involved in Title I programs (but employed in positions not 
funded by Title I) attended one or both of these activities. In addition, 
281 counselors, social workers, and.school nurses employed by Title I 
attended conferences conducted by their respective professional 
prgsuiizations. 

Local- school districts also conducted in-service actiidties designed 
to improve the effectiveness of staff members. Professional employees 
of Title I devoted an average of 15. 2 hours to such training. Teacher 
aides employed in Title I programs participated in an estimated average 
of 8 hours of joint in-service training with teachers with whom they 
worked. ...... ..: 



The level of educational attainment of teacher aides in 1974-75 
Title I projects is reflected in Table 5. 

TABLE 5 
TEA.CHER AIDE QUALIFICATIONS 



EDUCATION 


AIDES 


Master's Degree 


2 


Bachelor's Degree 


20 


College Training 


344 


High School Diploma 


788 


High School Training 


39 


Less than High School Training 


22 


TOTAL 


1,215 
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PART IV 



PARTICIPANTS OF ESEA TITLE I 
PROGRAMS IN KENTUCKY 



Scope of Program 

One hundred eighty-three of Kentucky's 185 school districts con- 
ducted 1974-75 regular year Title I projects. Twelve districts provided 
summer programs varying from four to eight weeks in duration. 

Educationally disadvantaged children participated in Title I-funded 
compensatory instructional programs in 1,124 schools in Hie Commonwealth. 

Children of 129 non-public schools were served by Title I programs. 
Thirty-seven school districts assigiied Title I teachers to instruct eligible 
children at non-p'ablic school sites; eight districts arranged for non-public 
school' children to oe released for a period of the day to receive instruction 
in public school Title I classes. 

Instruction yras provided at all grade levels with more districts 
providing compensatory services at the second, third, fourth, and fifth 
grade levels than at any others. Table 6 indicates the number and per- 
centage of school districts providing Title I instruction at each grade level. 



Table 6 



GRADE LEVELS SERVED BY TITLE I PROJECTS 



Grade 


K 


1 


2 


3 




5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 




1? 


No. of 
Dists. 


26 




173 


176 


172 


163 


150 


120 


116 


36 


24 


15 


13 


Percent 
of Dists. 


1A.2 


78.7 


%.5 


96.2 


9A.0 


89.1 


82.0 


65.6 


63. A 


19.7 


13.1 


8.2 


7.1 
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TABLE 7 



NUMBER OF CHILDREN PARTICIPATING IN 
TITLE I BY INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITY 



Activity 


K-6 


7-12 


Total 


Reading 


66,348 


15,323 


81,671 


Kindergarten 


5,342 


0 


5,342 


General Education 


6,589 


420 


7,009 


Special Education 


1,497 


382 


1,879 


Mathematics 


13,962 


4,901 


18,863 


Other Direct 

Instructiorial Activities 


557 


105 


662 


Uuduplicated Total 
(Estimated) 


93.815 


20.977 


114.792 
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Participadigg; by Subject Area 

M©re tifem 99% of Kentucky '^374-7^ Title II ^T^^Edpante^^ se-TKsd 
by projec:i::c<p3Xi5onents de:;^ii|!^££ %e stimulate achiev^iTi^^ in thE basic 
skills of itJti^f and / or m^^liem^ac s • ' 

Sesr^^rray one percent (81,i^®Li i^ of prpjjact pasrticipants were 

enroBea in ding programs, -j&n additional 12% (Pii. 23& chilcSren) 
partici^te such programs aiK kindergarten, refe#|^2iesB, and special 
education l^l^jj^h were also designed to promote re^^jfeg develximme^^ 
Fourteen^^r^ent (18,863 participants) were enroliii^ 32t:mat3^imtics 
prograncus;. 

Table^T reflects the nun^^rs of children particpating in tte various 
.categories of Title I instructicmal components conducted during Jhe 1974-75 
school year. The categories are self-explanatory with the exception of 
"General Education." The category, "General Education, " includes all 
project components (except kindergarten and specia! education activities) 
which were designed to address needs in more than one subject area. 
Summer programs seeking to attain objectives in both reading and math 
are included in this category, as are 'self-contained readineiss classes. 
Tutoring programs, when tutoring is provided in more than one subject 
area (as often occurs in programs for institutionalized children), are 
also included in the- category, "General Education. " 

Table 8 reflects by activity the number of children receiving 
supportive services funded by Title I and designed to enhance the effective- 
ness of instructional programs. Forty- five percent (51, 976 children) of 
Kentucky's Title I participants received library services funded by Title i. 
Twenty-six percent (29, 455 participants) received health services. 
Twenty-four percent received guidance and counseling iservices, and 19% 
benefited through school social services. 

Participation by Grade Level and by Public 
and Non-Public School Enrollment in 
Various Subject Areas 

;| As in previous years, participation in compensatory instructional 
programs was concentrated in the primary and intermediate grades. 
Fifty- eight percent of the Commonwealth's Title I participants were en- 
rolled in grades K through 4; 82% in grades K through 6; and 95% in 
grades K through 8. . ~ 

" ■ . •■■ / : ' ~. 

Two thousand one hundred eighty-seven (1. 9%) of the State's 
participants were enroUed in non-public schools. 



ERIC 
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TABLE 8 



"NUMBER OF PUPILS PARTICIMTING IN 
TITLE I SUPPORTIVE ACHKITIES 





K-6 


7-12 


Total 


Attendamse 


2,046 


y 

395 


2,441 


Clothing 


5,270 


870 


6,140 


Food 


1,078 


35 


1,113 


Guidance ana Counseling 


21,313 


6,082 


27,395 


Health-Deirtsal 


5,624 


805 


6,429 


Library 


42,598 


9,378: 


51,976 


Health-MeditalL 


25,817 


3,638 


29,455 


Psychological. 


877 


112 


989 


School Social Work 


16,303 


5,020 


21,323 


Speech Therapy 


551 


21 


572 


TransportalCion 


2,240 


124 


2^64 


Spec „ Activities fimr 
Handicapiped 


377 


52 


429 


Other: Ac titS,t ieff 


322 


61 


383 



r ■ m 
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5^bur thousand nine hundred participants of su.inmer prc^ams are 
iijcluded in the data displayed in Table 9,. Little daVJIic^tion x^ranlts in 
these figures since the twelve districts conducting smn^er programs 
designed them, for the most part, to serve eligible lihSxIren who were 
not indtuded in regular year programs. 



Handicapped: Children in Title I Projects 

Local school personnel judged 9, 643 (8. 4%) cC-ttse^State's Title I 
participants to be physically or mentally handicappmi. Since few Kentucky 
school districts employ clinicians in all the various csifigories of im- 
pairment, local evaluators were asked to identify handicapped participants 
by teacher judgement when clinical identification w.as:^.imprac±fccail. Multiple- 
handicapped children were counted only once, by matbr handicap. 

Of the 9, 643 children identified as handicapped, 1, 879 participated 
in Title I funded special educational programs. Others received supportive 
services designed to facilitate educational progress inrthe compensatory 
programs in which they participated. 

Ethnic Background of Participants 

School district personnel were asked to report the racial and ethnic . 
background of th^ir total school populations as well as that of their Title I 
enrollments. Although all of the categories listed in Table 11 were::re" 
presented in both Title I and total enrollment, no group other than Caucasian 
and Black comprised as much as one tenth of one percent of either popula- 
tion. 
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HTLE I ENROIMNI BY GRADE LEVEL 
IN 

nine AND NON-PUBLIC B«LS BY SUBJECT AEEA 







Klndsi 




General. 
Educatton 


Special 
..Education 


Level ' 






P 


M 


P f HP 


P 


HP 


1 


? 


' 7 


5,330 


a 


-0- 




-G- 


-0- 


1 


8,64a^' 


.289 


-0- 


i -6- 


3 861 




228 


-0- 


2 


12,89l' 


238 


-0- 


-0- 


1 0i2 




329 


-0- 


3 


12,484? 


:255 


-0- 


-0- 






235 


-0- 


4 


11,456 


280 


-0- 


-0- 






277 


-0- • 


5 


10,643 


208. 


-0- 


-0- 






264 


■0- 


6 


8,775 


163 


-0- 




196 




264 


' -0- 


7 


5,945i 


77 


-0- 




21 ' 


10 

IV/ 


135 


-0- 


8 


5,462] 


39 


-0- 


-0- 


27 


9 


99 


«o- 


9 


1,90: 


29 


-0- 




20 , 


. 6 


53 


-0- 


in 


976 


10 


-0- 




18 


-0- 


■ , 44 


-0- 


11 


529' 


10 


-0- 


-0- 


6 


1 


27 


-0- 


12 


319 


8 


■0- 


-0- 


301 


1 


24 


-0- 


coium 
Total 


80,058; 


1,613 


5,330 


12 


6^93 


416 


1,879 


"0- 


component 
Total 


81,ffl. 


3,342; 


jy09 ' 


1,879 
" ■ " "11 



^Public 
*%nt5iilic: 



mm I EMiTffiNT BY GRADE LEVEL 
IS 

PUBLIC AND W-PUSEIC SCHOOLS H SUBJEC11.AREA 



Grade 

Level. 


liathen 


mtlcs 


Qtte^Jirect 
InsCnzctlonal 


Undup] 
Tot 
(Estin 


icated 

:ail8 

lated) 


Undupllcated 

Total 
(Estimated) 


P 


NP 


^ J 




P 


: NP 


K 




-0- 




-0- i 


i 5,307 


19 


5,326 


1 




106 . 




-0- 


13,463 


458 


13,921 


2 


1,340 


16 


m 


-0- 


;i5,514 


298 


15,812 


3 


fl,9B 


9 


m 


-0- 


15,706 


311 


16,i017 


1 

> .4. i 


:2,9I6 


7 


3 


-0- i 


14,816 


372 


15,188 




:3,333 


18 




-0- 


14,384 


280 


14,(664 


6 


3,521 


15 




2 


12,6B 


208 


12,887 


7 


i,m 


8 


■H, 


1 


8,05)7' 


81 




8 


1,796 


11 


29 




7^ 


62 


7,367 


9 


1 '658 


1 20 


22 


4 


2,664 


56 


2,720 


10 


195 


3 




2 


L,23S 


15 


'*250 


11 

.1 


m 


6 ' 


13 ^ 


-0- 


753 


n 


730 


K'.,i2 


"71 




I 
1 
: 

1 i 




722 


10 


732 


Column i 
Cpt«l ' 


m^m 1 


i 




13 


11^^605 ! 


§i!87 


114,792 


Component 







TABLE 10 

HANDICAIEEED CHILDREN JKENTDCKY TITLE I 
PROGRAMS BY MiJilR HANDICAP 



Handicap 


Nu3aber 


Percent of 
litle I Enrollment 


Mentally Retarded 


2^771 


2.4% 


Hard of Hearing 


831 


0.7% 


Deaf 


38 


j leamg than 0.. 1% 


Speech Impaired 


3,378 ; 


i 2.9% 


Crippled 


i 122. 


j 0-.l% 


Visually ^Handicapped 




i 1.3% 


Emotional!&7- Distrnrhed. 


\ 590 


! 

0.5% 


1 

Other Beaittrh Impaixed 


j 448 


0.4% 


TofcaiL 


!i ' ®^43 i 


8.4% 



TABLE 11 



ETHNIC BACKGROUND OF TITLE I"" 
PARTICIPANTS AND STATE SCHOOL 
POPULATION 



Ethnic Background 


Title I Participants 


Kentucky 
School Population 


No. 


Percent 


No. 


Percent 


Caucasian 


96,693 


84.2 


693,749 


88.9 


American Indian 


60 


0.1 


145 


0.0 


Black 


17,972 


15.7 


77,059 


10.0 


Spanish- Sumamed 


28 


0.0 


231 


0.0 


Oriental 


24 


0.0 


441 


0.1 


Other 


15 


0.0 


23 


0.0 


Total 


114,792 


100.0 


771,648 


100.0 
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PART V 



ACHIEVEMENT RESULTS 



Reading 

Reading components were implemented in 1,135 schools in the 183 
district projects. . The most common evaluation design employed the 
measure of grade equivalent gain between pretest and posttest means^ 
Local districts were instmicted to exclude from the calculations the 
scores of participants who, for any reason, were not administered 
both t^sts, or whose pretests and posttests spanned a time interval 
other than that spainned by the group tests. The child who entered the 
program significantly later than the date of tl;ie gro^^ 

not be-^included'in the-calculation-of-the-m^e^ — ^ 
would the child who left the program prior to the group posttest. 

As is indicated in Table 12, pre/posttest scores were reported 
for 70, 822 participants enrolled in programs which measured-reading 
achie vementjji-terifi^^rgrade^equivale of local dis- 

trict re^pofts indicates that as much as 10% duplication may exist in 
^this'^ount. A few districts employ evaluation designs w^^ 
more than one measure of gain between pretest and posttest. For ex-~* 
ample, the objectives of one district's reading program are: (1) 
Participants of the reading program will gain one month per month of 
instruction in reading vocabulary, as measured by . ... . . . . . ; 

and (2) Participants will gain one month per month of instruction in 
reading comprehension, as measured by ... . • . . . . 

We are confident that the data reported :u. Table 12 reflect the 
achievement of at least 63^ "MO students,.^ or 78% of the State's Title I 
reading program participants. 

For these children, grades 1 through 12, the average time interval 
between tests was 8. 5 months. The average expected gain (as predicted 
in the stated objectives of the project applications) was 7. 8 monthSo The 
average actual gain was 9. 6 months, or 1. 8 months more than predicted 
in stated objectives. 



lABIJS 12 

SUMMARY DATA ON READING OBJECTIVE 01 

READING OBJECTIVE 01: "Gain in reading achievement as meaBured by Btandardlzed test, 
reported in grade equivalent scores •" 



0) 



Average Months 
pre-test to 


Average Expected 
Gain 
in Months 


Actual ' 
Gain in 
Montns 


Actual Gain Less 
Expected Gain 
in Months 


Nuntber of 
Students 


Number of 
Students Het 
Expected Gain 


I Students Met 
Expected Gain 


CoiQponentd 


CoQiponeDts Met 
Expected. Oain 


1 Components 
Met Expected 
Cain ' " 


7.9 


6.7 


10.6 


3.9 


2,885 


1.420 


■ 49.2 








B.5 


,7.9 


9.0 


1.1 . 


11,788 


6.906 


SB 6" 


1Q8 

J.70 






8.9 


7.8 


9.8 


2,0 


12,407 


7,161 


: ' 57.7 . 




A/U 


" '7^ 9 


8.6 


7.9 


9.1 


1.2 


11,599 


6,580 


S6.7 








8,6 


8.1 


9.3 


1.2 


10.523 


5 948 


. JwiJ 






7A 0 


















A- 




8.6 


8.2- 


— 9t3~ 


— 1 


'8;996'^ 




" ' 54.0 


183 


131 


8.5 • 


7,3 


9.6 


2.3 


5,347 


3,103 


58.0 






68,8 


8.4 ' 




U.8 


4.5 


4,718 


2,917 


61c8 


124 


99 


: 79,8 ; 


8.0 


7.2 


11.2 


4.0 


1,547 


997 


, 6M 


29 : 


26 ■ 


83,;7 i 




7.1 


11.2 


, 4.1 


■ 547 


356 


65a , , 


18 


14 


,■ '77,8 


7.6 


6.3 


11.7 


5.4, 


,283 


241, ■ ; , 


85.2 


• 12 ; 


10 


83,3; 


■■ ■7.5 : ■' 


6.2 ■ 


10.4 


4.2 ^ 


182 


• ., ' 136 




- 10 ■ 


9 





I'ry-: SIimRJf MA OKIIEADINC OBJECTIVES 



, . Objective 


\ Harked 
Improvement 


Inproveaent 


No 
Clunne 


Negative 
Chanxe 


Total Nuaber 
of Components^ 


02 Cain In reading achievement as wasured by publlahera' teet, other 
. - than nom-referenced tests, 


CoDiponenti ' 
Percent 


'"23 

;:30.8 • ; ■' 


18 

69.2 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


-41 


03 Cain In. reading achievement as leasured by standardized tests, 
reported other than In grade equivalent acorea. 


Components 
Percent 


■ 38.5 ; 


8 

61.5 


0 

0.0 


0 
0.0 


13 


04 Cain. In reading achievement as measured by teacher made test, teacher 
checklist, teacher observation, etc. 


Components 
Fereeat 


55.6 


12 

44.4 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 
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OS .Improved attendance as measured by attendance records, or Improved 
attitude toward school as measured improved attendance, • 


Components 
Percent 


■■.'■■2^: : 
11.1 


14 

77.8 


1 

5.6 


1 

5.6 


18 


06 Increased use of library as measured by comparison with base line 
data or comparison with non-Iltle I students* 


Components 
Percent • 


21 

46.7 


■\:'23.' 

51.1 ■ 


.1 
2.2 


0 

0.0 


45 


07, Improved attitude toward school, or toward reading, as measured by 
affective test, self-report Instruments, teacher Judgement, etc. 


Components 
Percent 


10. 
34.5 


17 

58.6 


1 

3.4 


'.1'' ■ 
3.4 


■ 29 


08 Improved performance In other content areas, as measured by teacher 
,,■ reports, grade cards, grade point standings, etc. 


Components 
Percent 


60.0 


2 

40.0 


0 

.0,0 


0 
0.0 




09 Improved speech and hearing through therapy provided as supportive 
to reading Instruction as measured by teacher Judgement, etci 


Components 
Percent' 


100,0. 


0 

o.p 


0 

0.0 • 


0 
0.0 




10 Improved attitude toward self as measured by published self-concept 
measure, itudent report, parent report, teacher Judgement, etc, 


Components 
Percent 


10 

47.6 


11 

52.4 


0 
0.0 


0 
0.0 
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The 9. 6 month average actual gain over the 8. 5 month mean time 
interval between tests yields an average gain in reading achievement 
of 1. 13 months per month of instruction. 

Table 15 summarizes by grade level the data reported by districts 
relative to student progress toward attainment of reading objectives 
measured by norm-referenced tests, reported in grade equivalent scores. 

Since not all component objectives and evaluation designs provided 
a "difference between the means" measure of progress^ the local dis- 
trict reporting document included an alternate format for the reporting 
of educational progress not so measured, * 

For such objectives, the district evaluators were instructed to 
rate the degree of program success by indicating whether the participants 
achieved "Marked Improvement," "improvement," "No Change," or 
"Negative Change"; and to cite the evidence upon which this rating was 
based. This format allowed both objective and subjective evidence to be 
reported. This Department did not discourage the reporting of subjective 
evidence, provided that it supplemented objective measures of progress. 
Table 13 represents the compilation of local district reports of educa- 
tional progress toward the various categories of objectives listedt 

Kindergarten 

Twenty-six Kentucky school districts conducted kindergarten com- 
ponents serving 5, 342 educationally deprived children of 147 eligible 
attendance areas and one institution for neglected children. The com- 
pilation of district reports relative to the degree of attainment of stated 
objectives is summarized in Table 14. As was noted earlier," districts 
reporting in this format were required to cite evidence for their ratings 
of "Marked Improvement, " "Improvement, " etc. 

The most common category of objectives (sought by 17 components) 
endeavored to demonstrate student gains in general readiness skills as 
measured by published readiness tests, locally constructed readiness 
tests, checklists, etc. Ten of the 17 districts employing this objective 
cited evidence of "Marked Improvement" by their participants; the re- 
maining seven districts observed "Improvement*" Overall, 47. 6% of 
ratings indicated "Marked Improvement, " and an equal percentage 
indicated "Improvement." 
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TABLE'.14 

SUMHARV DATA ON KINDERGARTEN OBJliCTIVES 



Objective 


narKed 
Improvement 


Improvement 


No 
Change 


Negative 
Chanj;e 


Total Number 
of Componffits 


01 Gain in general readiness skills as measured by publishers' readiness Components 
cest/ local readiness tesc, checklis!:, etc. Percent 


10 

58.8 ■ 


7 

41.2 


0 

0.0 


,0 
0.0 


17 


02 Cain in ability to identify and naiiie letters of alphabet as measured Gonponenta 
by teacher made test, teacher checklist, etc. Percent 


1 

,50.0 


I 

50,0 


0 
0 


0 
0 




03 Gain In development of rudlmeiii?.'y sight vocabulary or phonics skills as Components 
measured by publishers' test, uacher made test, teacher checklist, etc. Percent 


3 

42.9 


4 

57.1 


0 

0.0. 


0 

0.0 




04 Gain in ability to identify shape, si^e and color concepts as measured Components 
by publishers' test^ teacher made test, teacher checklist, etc. Percent 


I 

33,3 


2 

66,7 


0 

• 0.0 


■ 0 
0.0 


3 


05 Increased ability to follow directions as measured by teacher Components 
observation, parent report, etc. Percent 


0 

0,0 


1 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


C 

0.0 


1 


06 Increased performance of motor skill tasks as measured by publishers' Components 
test, teacher observation, teacher checklist, etc, Percent 


2 

50.0 


2 

50.0 


0 
0.0 


0 

0.0 


4 


08 Improved social skills as measured by teacher observation, teacher Components 
checklist, etc. . Percent 


2 

40.0 


2 , 
40.0 


,1 

20.0 


0 

0.0 


5 " ■ 


09 Improved attitude toward school as measured by attendance records, or Components 
improved attitude toward school as measured Improved attendance. Percent 


I 

33.3 


1 

33.3 


I ■ 
33.3 


0 

0.0 


3 



General Education 



Ninety-three ''General Education" coniponents serving 25^4 
in the Goimnonwealth were iniplemented during the 1974-' 75 school year. 
As described earlier in this report^ "General Education' 
programs (except kindergarten and general educatioxi) de signed to foster 
achievement in more than one subject area. The main^^^ t^ of these 
programs was toward the development of reading skills. ^ 

Participants of first grade reading readiness classes composed 
approximately one-half the 7, 009 !'General Education^' enroUee So Som 
27% of enroUees participated in summer programs devoted to reniediation 
in both reading and math skills. More than 10% were e^^ 
year programs for children ill equipped to enter the second grade. Most 
of the remainder were involved in tutorial programs (many of them 
institutional programs). 

Of the 1, 893 participants of summer reading and^xiafh programs, 
1, 301;' were both pretested and pbsttested tormea^Br© reading achievement, 
and2, 303 for math achievement. Seven hundred fifl^^ 
tested) met the reading olDjectiye of one month's gSEm^er month o 
JJiijBiShundred thirty- two participants (72%) met or tarome de d a like objective 
for-^hievement in mathematics. 

Little commonality existed in the measurement of educational pro- 
gress in readiness and tutorial programs. Tables 15 and 16 reflect data 
relating to the achievement of the relatively few students eiirolled in 
projects which employed mean grade equivalent gain as a measure of 
program success. Table 17 summarizes the reports of districts which 
measured achievement in terms other than the "difference of means. " 



Special Education 

Twenty-five special education components were approved and 
implemented in 1974-76 Title I projects. These included programs for 
the educable handicapped, trainable handicapped, neurologica.lly impaired, 
and other categories of exceptionality. Children of 96 eligible attendance 
areas participated in these programs. 

Title I involvement in special education programs in the 1974-75 year 
consisted almost entirely of supplementing (with teacher aides, counseling, 
social services, etc.) special education units funded by the State's Mini- 
mum Foundation Program. Although these programs are subject to the 
same requirements relative to evaluation of educational progress which 



. SM I)ATA ON GEKEltAL EDUC^^ 
GEmiMCAIIONOM^ 



Average Months 
pre-ttst to 
■post-test 



Average Expected 
Gain 
In Months 



Actual 
Gain In 
Honths 



Actual Gain Less 

: Expected Gain 
in Months 



Mer of 
Students 



. Kuaiber:o£'' 
Student5: Met ; 
Expected Cain 



^•ZiStudentsrHet 
T; Expected Gain 




Conqponents 



iCocponfints Heti: 
:£xpected Gaimi 



'Uet'Bxpectedl 

iGate 



TABLE 16 

SUMMARY DM OH GEieAL EDUCATION .OBJECTIVE 02 

GENEHAL EDUCATION OBJECTIVE 02: "Gain In reading achlwanent as measured by, standardiied 

test, reported in grade equivalent: scorea." . 



Average honths 
pre-test to 
post-test 



Average. Expected. 
Gain 
:iirMonths 



B.2 



9.0 



9.2 



8.0 



6.6 



8.2 



7.8 



4.0 



4.0 



4.0 



4.0 



Actual 
Gain in 
Konths 



11.2 



9.3 



8.2 



14.0 



13.0 



12.3 



5.0 



5.0 



2.5 



. Actual Gain Leas 
' iJ-pected Gain.. 
: in Months 



2.6 



1.1 



0.4 



10.0 



9.0 



8.3 



1.0 



Number of 
Students 



309 



200 



Number of: 
Students llet 
Expected Gain 



220 



200 



114 



I Students Ket 
Expected i^iin 



71.2 



64,9 



57.0 



75.0 



100.0 



66.7 



66.7 



100.0 



0.0 



Cooponentf/' 



11 



12 



13 



Components net 
Expected Gain 
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apply to programs fully funded by Title 1^ it appears that (in some in- 
stances) local district evaluators felt less reoponsibility for careful 
preparation pf evaluation reports; In spnie cases, components were 
rated to have achieved "marked improvement" in student performance 
in the absence of any reported evidence of such improvement* Stfch 
ratings are excluded from the summary data displayed in Table 18. 

Matliematics 

Seventy-six mathematics components served eligible children in 
296 Kentucky schools in the 1974-75 school year. The most widely 
used appraisal of student progress employed in these programs was 
the measure of grade equivalent gain between pretest and posttest. 
The 18, 396 pretest/posttest scores summarized in Table 19 are esti- 
mated to represent the scores of at least 16, 556 children, or 88% of 
the program participants. As noted in the discussion of reading 
achievement, a few programs measured separately the achieverHent 
in two skills, such as computation and arithmetic application. 

The average interval between pretest and posttest for these 
participants was 9.2 months. The mean predicted gain, as stated in 
project objectives, v/as 8. 3 months. The average actual gain was 
10. 2 months (1. 9 months more than the expected gain). The gain of 
10.2 months in 9.2 months of instruction represents a gain of 1.1 
months per month of instruction. Table 19 summarizes by grade 
level the data reported by school districts with reference to the grade 
equivalent gain measure of mathematics achieyement.^.^^^^^^ - -^ - - 

The degree of attainment of objectives not measured by pretest/ 
posttest grade equivalent gain was reported by districts as reflecting 
"Marked Improvement, " "Improvement, " "No Change, " or "Negative 
Change" in student performance. Such evaluations were required to be 
supported by evidence of the degree of progress indicated. As is in- 
dicated in Table 20, 90% of the ratings indicated "Marked Improvement" 
or "improvement" as the degree of progress effected. 



TABLE 19 

SUMY DATA ON HATHEMAIICS OBJECTIVE 01 a 

MAIMCS OBJECTIVE 01; "Gain iff mattotics achieveaent '« 

tost, reported in grade equivalent scores." 

0 ■ 



R 
A 
D 
E 
1 


Avenge Months 
pre-tcst to 
post'test 


Average Expected 
Gain 
In Months 


Actual 
Gain in 


Actual Gain Less 
Expect( d Gain 

in i^o.itns 


Number of 
Students 


Number of 
Students Met 
Expected Gain 


7. Students Met 
Expected Gain 


Conponents 


CoDponenta Met 
Expected Gain' 


' 1, Couponents. 
Hst Expected 
■ Gain 


8.2 


5.3 


15,0 


9.7 


283 


■ 150 


53,0 


7 


4 . 


57.1 


2 


9.3 




;9<7 


2.0 


1,188 


813 


68.4 


33 


27 


81.8 


3 


9,3 


7.6 


11.7 


4.1 


1,729 ,,,. 


. , 1,254 


72.5 


49 


43 


87.8 


4 


9,3 


9.0 


8.3 


•0.7 


3,292 


1,585 


48.1 


62 


49 


79.0. 


5 


9.3 • 


8.8'' , 


9.9 


1.1 


3,741 


1,891 


40.5 


72 


57 


79.2 


6 


9.5 


9.0 


Q n 










69 


48 


69.6 


7 


8.8 


7.3 


11.5 


4.2 , 


' 1,877 


1,166 


62.1 


49 


38 


77.6 


8 


9.0 


7,4 


12.8 


5.4 


1,769 


1,166 


65.9 


47 


36 


76.6 


9 


8.9 


6.3 


13.0 


6.7 


' '465 


321 


69.0 


10 


8 ' 


80.0 


10 


8.1 


5.1 


.13.4 


B.3 


35 


32 


91.4 


. 3 


3 


100.0 


11 


8,0 


5.0 


19.0 


14.0 


2 


1 ' 
. ■ —I... i 


50.0 ' 


2 


■ ■ 1, : 


50.0 


12 


8.0 


5.0 , 


39.5 


, 34.5 


2 


2 


lOO.'O 


2 


i 


lOO.O , 



TABIE 20 

SIHARY DATA ON MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES 



Objective 


Marked 
Improvement 


IttDrovfimftnt 


"Ho, 
Chflncfi 


Negative 


btaT Nuiber 
vc wjinpoucntv 


reported in grade equivalent scores. 


Components 
Percent 


0 

0.0 


6 

85.7 


0 . 
0,0 


1 

14.3 




02 Gain in m^cheitUktlcs achievement as me&sured bv mih1iflliprn' tcunt rann^^aA 
Other than norm-referenced tests, 


components 
Percent 


2 

66.7 


1 

33.3 


0 ■ 

0.0 


. ,0 
0.0 




03 Gain in mathematics achievement as measured by standardized test^ 
reported other than In grad^ equivalent scores. 


Components 
Percent 


1 

50.0 


• 1 
50.0 


0 

0,0 


"0,0 


...:......:.2 


04 Gain in mathematics achievement as measured by teacher made test, 
teacher checklist, tearher observations, etc. 


Components 
Percent 


S 

55.6 


4 

44.4 


0 

0.0 


0 

0,0 


9 


OS Improved attendance as measured by attendance records, or improved 
■ attitude toward school as measured improved attendance. 


Components 
Percent 


2 

22.2 


5 

55.6 


2 

22.2 


0 

0.0 


9 


06 Improved attitude tovard school or toward mathematics. as measured by 
affective test, self-report instruments, teacher judgement, etc, 


Components 
Percent 


2 

25.0 ■ 


5 

62.5 


0 

0.0 


1 

12.5 


8 


07' Improved attitude toward self as measured by published self -concept 
measure, student report, parent report, teacher judgement, etc, 


Components 
Percent 


0 

0.0 


4 ■ 
100,0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 
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APPENDIX 



LEA REPORTING FORMS 
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INSTRUCTIONS 
197^-75 
TITLE I EVALUATION REPORT 
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ERIC 



COMMONWEALTH OF KCNTUCKY 
FRANKroRT 40e01 

April 1, 1975 



Dear Superintendent: 



Federal regulations require an annual evaluation of each Title I project. 
The document by which the Department of Education collecte evaluation 
data from local school districts remains essentially the same as that 
employed in the preceding two years. 

Complete instructions for the preparation of these reports are being 
distributed to local districts with the evaluation forms. We urge that 
personnel charged wi.th the responsibility of preparing the reports 
follow closely the item by item directions for their completion. 

Should questions arise as to the nature of information solicited by items 
in the document, please call Mr, William Field, Division of Compensatory 
Education, for explanation or clarification. 

We welcome your suggestions for the improvement of this reporting document, 

Sinp^^rely, 




Bruce 

Director 

Division of Compensatory Education 



JHB/ns 
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 



Evaluation repoxts must be submitted separately for regular year 
projects and summer projects. Completed evaluation reports are 
to be returned to Mr. John H. Bruce, Director, Division of Compensa- 
tory Education. 

Evaluation for regular year projects must be submitted by July 14, 
1975. 

Evaluation for summer projects must be submitted by September 8, 
1975. 

The Evaluation Report should be prepared in quadruplicate, with the 
four copies being distributed as follows: 

(a) One is your work copy. 

(b) One copy is to be retained in the local district ' s 
ESEA, Title I file. 

(c) Two copies are to be submitted to the Division of 
Compensatory Education, Kentucky Department of 
Education. 

The district's Evaluation Report will Include one completed "Part I, 
Project Information" document and as many "Par tH, Component Informa- 
tion" documents required for the number of components in the 
district's project. 

All items in "Part I, Project Information" relate to school district 
or total project data. All items in "Part II, Component Information", 
request data specific to the project component identified on the 
coVer sheet for that particular element of the district's Title I 
project. 

Codes to be utilized in responding to a number of Items are presented 
in Appendices A, B, and C, in this instruction booklet. 
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INSTRUCTIONS 
PART I • 
PROJECT INFORMATION 

(All IteniH In tlii8 section require responses in terms of total project data.) 
Report Certification 

indicate in one of the boxes near the top of the page whether the report is 
for a regular year project (August or September, 1974 to May or June, 1975) 
or for a summer project (Summer, 1975)- In no case should data for regular 
year and summer programs be combined. Twelve month programs should be 
reported as regular year programs on a July 1 to June 30 basis. 

Certification should be signed by the superintendent and by the Title I 
coordinator or contact person if other than the superintendent. Enter 
date of signature. 

Each district is identified by a six digit county and district code. The 
first three digits identify the county in which the district is located; 
the next three digits identify the district. 

Examples ; 

Nelson County 0 9 0 4 5 i 

Bardstown 0 9 0 C 1 = 7 

County Code District Code 

Enter your district name, county code, and district code. (The district 
code will also be entered at the upper right corner of many pagei of this 
report where indicated.) 

Enter the names of the approved components of the project as directed near 
the bottom of the page. 

SECTION A 

Needs Assessment and Participation Data 

item 1 ; Enter names of all schools , public or non-public (or institutions) 
in which Title I activities are conducted. Enter school codes for each 
school. If school code for non-public schools in your district are not 
available, please leave blank. 

item_2: Enter the number of schools in which Title I activities are conducted. 
Items 3^ 4, 5, and 6 ; Respond as directed. 

Item 7 : Respond as directed. Circle the ''O" if an area does not apply in 
your district. Example ; If no teacher aides are employed^^tn the proJej=;:t, 
••0" would be circled after the aub-ltem, ''Contribution of teacher aides tc 
project". 
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'laMo i : Kntcr the number of participanti; in each instructional area as 
Indicated (K 7-12, and total). A child who participates in moro than 
ono activity will he counted more than once. 

Table II : Enter the number of children who receive Title I funded 
supportive Hervlces. Again, an individual child may be counted in more 
than auc activity. 

Table H I: Enter the number. of handicapped children participating in 
the district 'i* Title T project by major handicap. A child who is deaf 
and who suffers speech impairment should be counted in the category which 
you determine most critically impairs his ability to achieve. Do not count 
an individual in more than one category* 

SECTION B 

Public and Non-Public Schools 

It ems I and 2 ; Respond as indicated. Circle the "NA'' in Item 1 if no 
non-public schools serve children residing in your eligible attendance 
areas . 

SECTION C 
Parental Involvement 
Item 1 : Respond as indicated. 

Item 2 , Table IV : Enter the number of parents who participated in the 
district's Title i projects in the various categories of involvement listed. 
Exam]>le: If five parents attended four Advisory Committee meetings and 
each meeting lasted two hours, the number of parents (first column) would 
be 5. The total number of hours involved (second column) would be 40, 
(5 parents times 4 meetings times 2 hours). It is understood thot entries 
in this table represent your best estimates and that it may not be possible 
to document your responses. 

SECTION D 
Project Staff 
1 toms 1 , 2 , and 3 : Respond as indicated. 

Table V : Knter the number of aides having attained eacl» level of educational 
attainment. Count each aide only once, by'highest level of attainment. 

Item 4 : Respond a» Iiidicated- 

Itcm 5 : Respond as Indicated. Enter average number of years to nearest 
whole number. lio not count current year's employment in determining years 
of experienct* . 

iUMn_6 : Respond as Indicated. 
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Table VI ; In column 1, ^'Number of Staff Pofl it ions '^V count e«ch staff 
position funded partly or wholly by Title I in the category vhich best 
describes the position. Each position counts as one, whether partly or 
wholly funded by Title 1. In coluiwi 2, enter each position as full-time 
equivalent jto the nearest tenth . Please observe decimal point in coluain 2. 

Example ; Three librarians may each receive half their salaries from Title !• 
The entry for Line 7, column 1, would be 3, The entry for column 2 would 
be 1.5. 



[terns 1 and 2 ; Respond as Indicated. 

Table VIl ; Indicate the racial and ethnic compo8iy£njDf_your--dlstriT:t'''8 
student populajyjon.^by'-entering--the--approprl'at¥~i^^ each category 

liHtedJLn-TaBTc \n.l. Note that this table reflects ^dlstrlct^ e 
not<}u9t Title I participation* ^ 



SECTION E 



Additional Information 
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INSTRUCTIONS 



PART II 
COMPONENT INFORMATION 

Cover Sheet 

Respond as Indicated* Instructional area codes are listed In Appendix A 
of this Instruction booklet. 

SECTION A 

Participation Data 

Enter component (Instructional area) code and school district code as 
Indicated at the ~ top of— thlB^an^ each succeeding page. 

Item 1 ; Enter the names of each school In whlch-^lnstructlon Is presented 
as part of this component. List school codes. 

Item 2 ; Enter the number of schools listed In Item 1. 

Items 3, 4, 5, and 6 ; Respond as Indicated. 

Item 7« Table VIII ; Indicate the extent of parental Involvement In this 
Instructional activity (component) by completing Table VIII. Example ; 
If twenty-four parents participated In individual conferences with teachers 
and conferences averaged thirty minutes In length, 24 would be entered In 
the first column for that category of Involvement, and 12 (twenty-four 
times % hour) would be entered In the second column. 

Table IX ; Indicate the extent of partjt.clpatlon In this component by 
completing Table IX. Count each child who participated to « significant 
degree. Example ; A child who was assigned to the component but moved out 
of the district five days later should riot be^ The child who Is 

assigned to the component and is dismissed five weeks lajCier because It Is 
determined that he no longer vieeds the special Instruction should be counted 
as a participant « 

Participants in ungraded programs should be counted in the grade which 
(by reason of age) they would be expected to be assigned if- they were in 
a graded program. Example ; An EMR class of 15 students might Include 
four 9 year olds, six 10 year olds, and five 11 year olds. The four 9 
year olds would be counted as 4th graders, the six 10 year olds would be 
counted as fifth graders, etc* 

Table X ; Indicate the ethnic and racial composition of the membership of 
this component by entering the appropriate responses in Table X. Note that 
this reflects tbis component's membership. 

\ 
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rmhlv XI ; ComplcCo Table XI as directed. Consider only the handicapped 
cblldrcH participating In this component. The multl-handlcapped child 
should bo countnil :only once. In the category of handicap which most 
critically affecxs his ability to achieve in school. 

Table XII : Indicar,e the educational attainment of teacher aides assigned 
to this component. Count each aide only once, in the category of highest 
educational attainment. Count each aide as a whole person, whether assigned 
full or part-time to this component. 

Item 8 ; Respond as Indicated. 

Item 9 ; Compute average number of years of experience to nearest whole 
number. Do not Include current year in counting years of experience. 

Table XIII ; Enter the number of Title I funded staff positions assigned to 
this component by full-time equivalent to nearest tenth. (Note decimal point 
in response column.) Examp le: A full-time Title I coordinator in a district 
whose project Includes two components with approximately the same number of 
participants might be listed as 0,5 on line 10 of Table XIII on each of the \ 
two component evaluation reports. ^ 



SECTION B 

Achievement Information 

Directions for reporting achievement data will be found on pages 6 and 7, 
of thie-sPar*- II (Component Information) reporting form. 
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APPENDIX A 



INSTRUCTIONAL AREA (COMPONENT) CODES 
INSTRilCTIONAL ARKA : 



CODK : ACTIVITY 
1 10 Art/ 

111 Hnsiiiesfj KducaUion 

11^ Culturftl Dnrlclimcnt - General 

113 KnRlisli l.flnguago Arts 

1 lA Agriculture 

113 Reading 

1H> Foreign Language 

117 Iloim* Economics 

I IH I uclusCr iai Arts 

11*) K l u<U»rgart*on 

1^0 MatlinnnC I cr. 

121 Music 

1^*^ Physical Mducatlon/Rocreat ion 

Pro-Kinclcrgartcn 

l2/# Scioucc 

1*^3.' S'oclal Stud It's/Soclal Sciences 

'''^> (UMirrnl Kloniontary and Secondary Education ( Example : reduction of 

clflj'.s i\\zv, tutoring) 
1^ / .Sp(M'rh Thrrapy 

'j'^^ Sprclnl ruiucatlon for the Handicapped (not including speech therapy) 

I Voca 1 1 ona I Kducat ion 

\ M) Otlu'r, IH^scribo ' 
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APPENDIX B 
CAI'KCORIES OF READING OBJECTIVES (115) 

Stiulrnt should doinonstrate : 

"\;i"/;:;^^;a^::'.'^:r:r ~' s...,.r.,.., .est. reported 

nonl-nlrr::'':;; — by pubU^hcrs. test, other than 

oJhor'tJr;''"'' «f ^'^^'^PJ -e-^ured by standardised tests, reported 
oth<r u,«„ i„ Kradc ocjulvalent scores. (Stanlnc. percentile, raw'acore. 

lt'ckJlsr';''"^/''''r''"'"' ""^^ured by teacher made test, teacher 
iitockllst, toachir observation, etc. 

IlT^r!,"^ attondancc as measured by attendance records, or improved 
attitude toward school as measured by Improved attendance. 

Of. mcroanecl u.so of library as measured by comparison with base line data 
or comparison with non-Title I students. 

n^foctlv. or toward reading, as measured by 

n«co^,|«r«-tc?^ «clf -report instruments, teacher judgement, discijll... 

<)« Improved p<..-|.orTnancc in otl,er content areas, as measured by teacher 
r.port.s. Krnde cards, grade point standings, etc. "acner 

lmprovo<l sp...ch and h.-arJuR through therapy provided as supportive to 
n.«<Hn« lM..,tn.ction as measured by teacher judgement. profeHslonl? 
rvniuatlon. incidence of dismissal from therapy, etc. 

I" Improvrd attitude toward self as measured by published self-concept 
""•«.«ure. student report, parent report, teacher judgement, etc? ^ 
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APPENDIX B (Cont.) 
CATEGORIES OF MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES (120) 

SLikU'iU s .sliotilil liniionstrate : 

Cain 111 matlu-inatles achievement as measured by standardized test, reported 
In grndo oqiiivalont .scores. . Hwiueu 

Cain in mathematics achievement as measured by publ ',/?ners • test, reported 
other tJian norm-roferenced tests. i^^'-^'-^ 

(Jain in mathematics achievement as measured by standardized test, reported 
other than in grade equivalent scores. 

Cain in inatl>cmatics achievement as measured by teacher made test, teacher 
chock list, teacher observation, etc. 

improved attendance as measured by attendance records, or improved attitude 
toward school as measured by improved attendance. 

Improved attitude toward school or toward mathematics as measured by 
affective test, self-report instruments, teacher judgement, grade cards, etc. 

linprovo.l attltaide toward self as measured by published self-concept 
measur*., student report, parent report, teacher judgement, etc. 
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APPENDIX R (Cont.) 
CATKGORIKS OF GKNERAL EDUCATION OBJECTIVES (126) 

Stiulonts slioiild dcMTionstrato: 

iulrl:'::;:\Z^~ "'^"--^ standardised test, reported 
"'Br:r:5u;::5int Tj^'rir^^'' "^"--^ standardised test, reported 

l:^^" i" achievement In a composite of subjects not including reading as 
.noosurc-d by standardl..ed test, reported In grade equlvalent'eco^s ' 

05 Cain In achievement In subjects other than reading or mathematics as 
moasurod by standardised test, reported in grade e^ulv^enncores? 

bv'sMndIrd?'"1 f^^^'^^^'"^"*^ Pl"« in or more other areas as measured 
by .s«randardl/...d tost, reported In form other than grade equivalent. 

07 Gain In reading achievement as measured by standardised test, reported in 
form other tlinn grade equivalent, reporcea m 

OH (.alM In ...atl.onwtlcs achievement as measured by standardised test reported 
In forn> other than grade equivalent. rui^^ea ccsc, reported 

d«i;;^iL"^'''^""'"' m subjects other than reading as measured by stan- 
dardised to.st, reported in form other than grade equivalent. 

Ic-'STron or interpersonal relationships as measured by 

.'u-If-rcport Instruments, teacher Judgement, discipline records, etc. 

11 rmproved attitude toward school as measured by attendance records or 
improved attitude toward school as measured b^ inn^roveHt^enSInce. 

12 improved attitude toward self as measured by published self-conceot 
measure, student report, parent report, teacher Judgement, etc ' 

|-.» Improved psychomotor skills as measured by publishers' test teacher 
ohservflt Ion. t«>aclu-r checklist, etc. tiacner 
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APPENDIX B (Cont.) 
CATKOORIES OF SPECIAL EDUCATION OBJECTIVES (128) 



Students should demonstrate: 

01 Cain in reading achievement as measured by standardized test, reported in , 
grade equivalent scores. 

02 Cain in reading achievement as measured by publishers ' test other than 
norm-rcforcnced tests. 

03 Caxn in reading achievement as measured by teacher made test, teacher 
checklist, teacher observation, etc. 

04 Cain in achievement in addition to reading as measured by publishers V test, 

05 Gain in survival word reading skill as measured by standardized test, 
teacher test, teacher observation, etc. 

06 Improved social adjustment or Interpersonal relationships as measured 
by teacher observation, teacher checklist, etc. 

07 Improved attitude toward school as measured by self -report instruments, 
teacher Judgement, discipline records, etc. 

08 Improved atti^:jde toward self as measured by published self -concept 
measure, stud nt report, parent report, teacher judgement, etc. 

09 Gain In psychomotor skills or physical skills for living as .Treasured 
by publishers' test, teacher observation, etc. 

10 Increased use of library as measured by comparison with base line data 
or library records. 
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APPENDIX C 

t 

CODES FOR TESTS, DEVICES, INSTRUMENTS 



CODE: TESTS > DEVICES 

00. Comprehensive Test of Basic Skills, Expanded Edition (1973) 

01 Gates MacGintie Reading Test 

02 Dolch Word T^st (220 Sight Vocabulary) 

03 SRA 

04 Nelson Denny Reading Inventory 

05 Botel Phonics Inventory 

06 Frostlg Developmental Test of Visual Perception 

07 California Achievement Test 

08 .Iowa Silent Reading Test 

09 Lee-Clark Readiness 

10. Barbe Reading Skills 

11 ...... . .Botel Reading Inventory 

12. ...... .Metropolitan Readiness Test 

13 Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 

14 Stanford Achievement Test 

16.. Wide Range Achievement Test 

17..... Comprehensive Test of Basic Skills (1968) 
18,... •.•.Metropolitan!: Achievement Test 

19 President's Physical Fitnesa Test 

20 AAHFER Test 

21^^ Gestalt Primary Motor Skill 

22 Gray Oral Reading Teat 

23 California Test Bure>uu's Prescriptive Reading Inventory 

24 Pupil Self Rating Scale, Specify 

25^^^^^^^ •Teacher Rating Scale, Specify 

26 Parent Inventory, Specify 

27^^»^^^^^Self Concept Inventoriesp Specify 

28 Observation ^ 

29^^ Anecdotal Records 

30 Other, Specify 



73 



EKLC 



12 



PART I 



EVALUATION REPORT 
TO MEET THE SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL 
NEEDS OF EDUCATIONALLY DEPRIVED CHILDREN 



1974-75 



Title I Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act 
of 1965 



Kentucky State 
Department of Education 
Frankfort, Kentucky 
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riilf; iH tn c«'rli(y (lint tlu< I iifomiat presfntod in I'arts I and II ol 

llilH KSKA, tlth' f Kvalufltlon Report accurately n-prt'sonts tho RSEA, 

'rU;lf I activities and rosultfi based on the Information available to 

sclmol district personnel as of this date. 

(:h«>ck one of tho following: 

1974-75 Regular Year Report Q 
1975 Sunmior Report Q . 



Signature of Title I Coordinator/Contact 

Person 



Signature of Superintendent 



/_ / 

Date: Month Day Year 



lool Mstrlct Name County Code District Code 



A f!<'parat<- l»art II of this report should be submlttod for each component 
(each sub ject arra for which a "I'art 11, Project Component" was submitted 
and approved as part of the district's project proposal). List below the 
names of the district ' s components as listed In the approved proposal. 
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Project Tnfommtion 



District Code 



Project In format lor 
SECTION A 

NihhIs A88efl8mcnt and Participation Data 
!. Nnim'(f4) of .school (h) liivolv(»d: School Code 



EKLC 



(A<M m\ ndclltionn] pa^v If necessary to Include all .schools.) 
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Project Information 



District Code 



'I. NinitlMi- III mIi»»,»| (:» ) I m v I m>-. T I I I r I nc ( I v 1 1 I it; : 



*). Cinli' «•<!( h y\,u\K' Irvrl hi whUli TlLli' I t iiMl riu ( 1 dii wiis j»lv(n: 

KC 1 >^ :J ^1 !) / H 9 10 n 12 

K/iiiK tlu* nK».«;t |MC:::: i.nn oduvnt i oiio 1 concerns in your ficliool district lliut ESEA 
TiLlr 1 is ijlrnli I icd to moct !.y pl«clnr. a "1" in tlie blank oppoelto the most 
picsfljiiK, "2" hi the blflnk for next most pressing, etc. l^avc blank tbosc whlcli 
ore not pros.*: hi}; conccriifi, 

hintl('(|ijnLf i(»ndiuR (Ii'Vc lopiiuMiL 

hi/ulcc|i!nl r c-nimii/Hul o\' Iniij'.ungc ^ 

, Toor liiwi III) 

Nut rt t.foii.il til l IchMK lc:; 
<*n]l f iir;i I ili pr i vn t h^ii 

hi/iilic|ii/il (• kiinwlrdv.i* m.l LlicMn/i t I CN 

Inndcciiwil r pi nv 1 h)ii;: nl (Mldcntinj' ih,- lmndlcap])C(l (|)hys:icol iS. mental) 

lM/l(l('f|l!/ll r HlC-.';cIu)t»l CXlM l hMlCO 

^ himlcMni.i! I- rcliic/it.ionnl |-riclHttos 

ln/Mbujn;H (• hiMniccidii.i! fncl.l Itics mul cquipmcnl 

()llic'r»r, Ih r;( i M.r 



3. W<ir horiMT HiMiI:; dni-mnrnt ril hi Lhc school dlsLrlct's KSKA Title I application 
htr cnt li hi:M ntrr h.n/i I and mipport activity ftnuiod by VSVA Tlllo I? Yes No 

(), ClucK ilui:u» iiictliixl:; /ind/or dovlccs used to assess loarnrr needs In ESHA Title 1 
Inrj'i'L .scIiooIr, 



St«ii»I«rdl/« Ai lih»venit>nt: Tests 

Ahl Illy T. shs 

l)hJ}'.ii(>t<t ic Tc-.-.l:; 
* , - OthiT hill I i >di( d 'l (.:a 

Tr.'ulu'r Ml Jix.MMy pri'pnrrd copnUlve Lcsls 

(>h::i*i v/il i iMi I rt lm I <pic'-, 

SnriiiniiM ric T<T.lin I iptcs 
QiiojJl hmn/il r« ;. (Survey - Attitude Scnlej*) 

AlM'Ciltif /I 1 Kr(*oi*d;i 
1.1-. <»t her, ' |H»j:rrll.|. 



7. i:v/ihi/i!i' f]i«> hiMiiwhir. /lien:; from tlic ytandpoliit of yonr own observation by 

cIrrlinK I lie /ipproprinle ninuIxT (on tlic ba«li: of; //O - non-existent, //I - poor, 
^7 ' \t\\\\ " K«'"d. ///i . very f,ood, ^5 - excoMenC), 

I'npil InhrrM t\\\i\ participation iu |)roJecL 1 2 3 A 5 

I'MpM p.i»Nt(« :;f ii( «(l;; belnj' met throupji proicct 1 2 3 A 5 

Colli I Ihitl hill ol lyncher /i I dcM to pro|(ol 0 I I' 3 A 5 

CiitiM ihtit i.iii I.) riih. I puitMred in/i(«Mhil;i o 1 )* 3 A ii 

/ind iMjti i ppti M I 

jUlmn) ImiiiIIv';. colh-clivc nU'lHidr |iiw^ii-il 1 X J A 5 

pl O jl'C I 

I'llvnli- :.rhiM,lV.. nLlltudr I ow/M'tl |>r(i|m 0 I *.» 3 A 5 

I tiv»» I v«'«n. nt 



I'HiiMit''. .'tppu M.mMimi ol pini«il i :» '\ /, 



:i 



(ttiiM lliiiiltMi In (tiinl <'ihun(lon pritj-uun hi I i» . 3 A S 

r.t'lio.t I d ( N I r i r I 
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I'ro.lvcl Information District Code 



TABLE 1 



NIIMUKU I'lllMI-S PARTICIPA'UNC IN TITI.K 1 
INS'IRUCTIONAL ACTIVITI.K.S 



ACriVlTY 


GRS.K-6 


7-12 


TOTAL NO. OF 
PARTICIPANTS . 


0. General Kducation 








1. Art 








2, Business Education 








3. Cultural Knrlchment 








A. Enj(llsh Reading 








5. English 2nd LanRuaxe 








6. Enj^lish SpcGcli 








7. Enplish Other 








tt. ForclKn I^nRuaj^e 








9. Ik^alth/niyB.Ed/Rccr^^ .tion 








10. Home KconomicB 








11. InduwtriaV Arts 








12 . Mathematics 








13. Music 








lA. Natural Science 








15. Social Science 








16. Vocational Education 








17. Spec. Activities for Handicapped 








18. Pre-Kindergarten & Kindergarten 




XX}Q( 





TABLE II 



NIIMTU^U PlllMI.S RECEtVING TITLE SUPPORT! VE \sER VICES 



ACTIVITY 


GRS.K-e 


7-12 


TOTAL NO. OF 
PARTICIPANTS 


0. Attondoncc* 








1. Clotbln^ii 








:\ Food 








3. Cut dance and CounKoiinu 








6. llealth-iVntai 








3. Health-Medical 








(>. Library 








7. l^sychclofiLcal 








8. School Social Work 








9. Speech Therapy 








10 . Transportation 








11. Spec. Activities for Handicapped 








12. Other Activities 
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o |««fl liir«iniint l«>i) 



District Code 



TAHLE ill 

UNIXIl'l.lCAtr.D COUNT OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN BY MAJOR HANDICAP 
WHO PARTICIPATED IN THIS TITLE I PROJECT 

Write Number .In Appropriate Blank 





NUMBER OF 
oTu DENTS 


Kducablc or Trainable 




Hard of Ilcarinj^ 




ix»af 




Spooch Impaired 




Crippled 




Visually Handicapped 




Seriously Emotionally 
Disturbed 




Other Health 
impaired 





SECTION B • . 

I'lini.lC AND NON- PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Indlcflt*. tli<« rrlatlonHl.Ip wltl. non-pubUc schools regarding participation 
in tUc Titlo I proprani. (Circle Yes or No or fill in blanks.) 

Y«-.M No NA Advised non-public school officials of Title I program 

Number non-ptd)llc schools located In school district 

Number non-public schools that participated in Title I program 

If any non-public school students participated In the Title I program, answer 
tiurstions below. If not, skip to next question. 

Assistance was Klvcn non-public school students as indicated below (Place X ir 
blank tf applicable. ) 

'''<'acl'i"K Hiatcrlnlp or equipment were loaned to non-public schools for 

use in compensatory programs conducted by non-public school personnel. 

I'l^A t-mployK Title I teacher who conducts compensatory classes at 

non-public schoo], 

N»n-|»ul)nc. ..lehool part: IcIpnntH attend Title I classe.s at the public 

HCiUlol. 



„ ln-..;orvlco training was provided teachers In non-public schools. 
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rroJ<?ct Information 



Dlfltrlct Code 



SECTION C 
PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT 

Yos No \)o you Imvo a Title I Advisory Committee? (Circle appropriate 
rc»spon«o) 

* . - 

Yea No fb parents of children served constitute more than 51% of the 
Advisory Conmittee? (Circle appropriate response) 

Nurabor of Advisory Contnlttee meetings. (Write number in blank.) 



Was thiv Advisory Conwlttee consulted about the following: 
(Circle appropriate response) 

Y<»s No Planning the program 

Yes No Implementing the program 

YOM No Evaluation of the program 

liulicato how parents of children in Title I target schools became involved 
in tlie Title T proKram by making appropriate entries in Table IV below. 

TABLE IV 



ACTIVITY 


No. 
Parents 


Total No. Hours 
Involved 


Served on Advisory Committee 






Visited Title I classroom 






Individual confereiices with teachers 






Parents contacted by scliool personnel 
on liomc visits 






Attended parents day or similar 
programs 






VoluntoercMl to assist on field trips 
or othor activities without pay 






Assisted as Teacher Aides or in other 
capacities with pay 






Kstimate tUv unduplicated count of 
parents participating above 
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Pro |oc t 1 n ronnat I otj 



District Code 



SECTION D 
PROJECT STAFF 

In addition to the in-service workshops spovisored by the Department of Education 
school districts conducted in-service activities for Title I teachers Indicate' 
the extent of participation of Title I professional staff meinbers in such 
activities: " 



times 



average no« of }iours 
per individual 



individuals participating 



man hours of 
training 

hullcatc thv typos of in-service activities in which Title I staff members 
participated. Include activities which were at the personal expense of the 
I lull vicinal au well as those funded by local, state, or federal funds. 
(Check appropriate Items) 

Attendance at college 

ClasHos given locally for college credit 

Corn»Hpon«Ionce courses for college credit 

_^ Worksliops (materials, production, etc.) 

S1»ort-teinn instruction or equivalent without college credit 

Observations or visits to other schools/simulation activities 

Special teacher aide instruction 

Miscellaneous training 

Did the district conduct joint in-service trainiv?j> for Title I aides and the 
teachers wliom tlu^y served? (Check appropriate .^.isponse) 



h. 



Yos □ No □ Aides not employed in project Q 
If yes, indicat«» the extent of such training. 

X 



no . 



of training 

hours 



no. of individuals participating 
(teachers and aides) 

TABLE V 
TEACHER AIDE gUALIFICATiONS 



man hours of 
training 



niCMKST EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 


NUMBER 


Masters Degree 




Bachelors Degree 




College Training (non-graduate) 




High School Diploma 




High School Training (non-graduate) 




hc|HH Than High School Training 




TOTAL 





NmiiiIm'I 



ol tr/jtluT nl.l,..; with prior prof easion/:!. L«uclilng «xperl«nce 



». AviTor.f iiuiiiIxM- y<'nr!5 Horvrd b.s tcaclirr aide, cons iderlii>\ the 
whoh* >',roiip 
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Project Information 



6. State Administrative Policies for Compensatory Education required each 

professional staff member employed with Title I funds to attend three days 

of staff development meetings conducted by the Department of Education. These 

consisted of: 

(1) One day for in-service training, and 

(2) Two days for State Compensatory Education Conference, 

NOTE: Special education teachers, counselors, social workers, and 

school nurses were to substitute attendance at their respective 
professional organization's conference for participation in the 
one day in-service workshops • 

Please indicate the extent of participation in these activities below. 

a. Number of Title I funded professional staff members who attended 

one of the regional in-service workshops • 

b. Number of Title I paid special education teachers, counselors, social 

workers, or school nurses who attended professional organization's 
conference in lieu of the regional one day in-service meetings • 

c. Number of Title I funded prof.e.ssional staff members who attended the 

two day State Compensatory Education Conference (Louisville; October, 
1974). 

d. Number of proifessional staff members- whose positions .were not funded 

by Title I (superintendent, assistant superintendent, supervisor, 
principal, teacher) who attended Title I regional in-service meeting 
or State Compe/nsatory Education Conference. 



Project Information 



TABLE VI 
STAFF PAID FROM TITLE I FUNDS 



ACTIVITY ASSICNMHNT 



Tc'fic li I UK- l*ro-K Lncic TKarton 
T cacliJ iiK-K I nilcTKarton 



Toncli I nj^-Sccondary 



, Ti>aclii n^-llnnJ Icappiul 



6 . Tc»acher Aide 



7. Librarian 



6. Library Aide 



9. Supervision 



10. Direction and Management 

1 1 . Counsclin)^ 



12 . Psychologist 



13. Testing 



14. Social Work 



15 . Attendance 



16, Nurse 

1 7, tMiyslcian 
IH. Dentist 



19, Clerical 

20. Other ProTe s s i on a 1 



21. Other Non - Pro£(\ss i ona 1 



22. Total (sum of lines 1-21) 



NUMBl'JR OF 
STAFF i'OSiTlONS 



FULL-TIME 
.EQUIVALENT 



10 
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SKCTION K 
ADD1TI.0NAL INFORMATION 
This KCliool district Is primarily: (Check only one) 
^<^ital Urban Suburban 

The principal source of Income in the district Is: (Check only one) 

Industry AKrLcnlLure Services 

TABLE VII 

NUMHI'lK OF STUDENrs BY ETHNIC UACKfJROUND 
ENROLLKO IN SCllOOh DISTRICT' 



ERIC 



ETHNIC BACKCROUND 


NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 


Caucasian (Wliite) 




Anier I can hulian 




Black (Nej»ro ) 




Spanish-Surnamed 




>Ori<Mit:al 




Other. 




Total 
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PART II 



CCM?ONENT INFORMATION 

A separate Part II should be prepared for each project component 
(each subject area for which a "Part II, Project Component," was 
submitted and approved as part of the district's project proposal). 

This report is for: 



Name of Component (as submitted In project application) 



. Instructional Area Code 
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Component Code District Code 

PART II 
Component Information 
, SECTION A 

Parti cl patlon Data 

1. NaiDe(s) of schooKs) involved in this component: School Code 



I 



ERIC 



(Add an additional page if necessary to Include all schools.) 



Component Code District Code 

2. Hinnber of school (s) having this Title I component 

3. Circle each grade level In which Title I instruction was given ir this 
coaiponent. KG 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

IfJ^lT '""^ appropriate 

Average Size of Classes: (Check 
appropriate blank) 

, Hon-Title I Clasaea 

Title I Classes in Target Schools 



A. 
B. 


10 or le; 

11-12 


A. 

B. 


^ 10 or less 
11-12 


C. 


13-15 


C. 


13-15 


D. 


16-17 


D. 


16-17 


E. 


18-20 


E. 


18-20 


F. 


21-23 


F. 


21-23 


G. 


24-25 


G. 


24-25 


H. 


26-30 


H. 


26-30 


1, 


31-35 


1. 


31-35 


J. 


36 or more 


J. 


36 or tnore 



5. 



lUnk the factors which have contributed oiost to the success of this coaiponent 
by placing a 'V i.n the blank opposite the factor contributing the aost, a 



iioii 7^ ^, - ^ " -•"^^"'^ ^uiii.ijLuuti.ng cne most, a 

2 opposite the lactor contributing next most. etc. Leave blank those which 
did not contribute. 

SUCCESS FACTORS: 

Quality of facilities 



Quality and an>ount of materials and equipment 

In-service training 

Parental Support 

Community Support 

Assistance of advisory committee 

Teacher aide 



, Health improvement 

Nutrition, free food 

Use of specialist or consultant 

Reduced Size of Classes 

Increased Supervision 

Other, Describe 



. Indicate factors which have made it difficult for you to accomplish the 
objective of this component. Piece a "I" In the blank opposite factor 
causing greatest difficulty; a «'2" In next most difficult, etc. Omit 
items that are of no problem for your project. 

PROBLEM FACTORS: 

Trained teachers no:*, available 

Specialists not available 

^ Inadequate facilities 

Short duration of project 

. Inadequate parental support 

Late approval of funds 

_ Inadequate equipment and supplies 
Teacher load too great 

Inadequate guidelines 

Other, Describe 
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Component Code District Code 

^'i^ll^'lnJrZ^^^ ''''^ ' -•^-l^ ^-a„« involved 

component by making appropriate entries in Table VIII below. 

TABLE VIII 





ACTIVITY 


No. 
Parents 


Total No. Hours 


Visited Titl*» T ^looof^^w^ 
^'^^^ X J.I- j.e J, Class room 




Involved 


Individual conferences with teachers 






Parents contacted by school i>ersonnel 
on home visits 






Attended parents day or similar 
programs 






Volunteered to assist on field trips 
or other activities without pay 






Assisted as Teacher Aides or in other 
capacities with pay 






Estimate the unduplicated count of 
parents participating above 







2 



TABLE IX 

NUMBER PIJPILS PARTICIPATING IN THIS TITLE I COMPONEOT 



Grade 
Level 


Participants In 
Public Schools 


Participants In 
Non-Public Schools 


Total 


Pre-K 








K 








1 








2 
3 








4 








5 








6 








7 








8 








9 








10 








11 








12 








Total 
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Component 

TABLE X 

NUMBER OF STUDEm'S BY ETHNIC BACKGROUND 
WHO PABXICIPATED IN THIS TITUE I COMPONENT 



ETHNIC BACKGBOUKD 


^ 

NUMBER OF 
STUEENTS 


Caucasian (Ublte) 




American Indian 




Black (Negro) 




Span Ish - Surname d 




Oriental 




Other 




Total* 





♦Should be equal to total in Table IX 



Code District Code 

5 

TABLE XI 

UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF HANDICAPPED CHILMIEM 
BY MAJOR HANDICAP WHO PARTICIPATED IN THIS 
TITLE I COMPONENT 



TYPE OF HANU^Ci^P 


NUMBER OF 
STUEENTS 


Educable or Trai^fnable 
Mentally Retarded 




Hard of Hearing 




Deaf 




Speech Impaired 




Crippled 




Visually Handicapped 




Seriously Emotionally 
Disturbed 




Other Health 





Impaired \ 



TABLE XII 
TEACHER AIDE QUALIFICATIONS 



HIGHEST EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 


NUMBER 


Masters Degree 




Bachelors Degree 




College Training (non-graduate) 




High School Diploma 




High School Training (non -graduate) 




Less Than High School Training 




TOTAL 
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ERIC 



4 



Component Code District Code 



8. Number ef teacher aides vith prior professional teaching experience 



9. Average number years served as teachers aide, considering the 
vhole group 



TABLE XIII 



STAFF PAID FROM TITDE I FUNDS 



ACTIVITY ASSIGNMENT 


FULL-TIME 
EQUIVALENT 


1. TeachinR-Pre-Kinderf^arten 




2. TeachinR-Kinderstarten 


« 


3. Teachine-EIementary except Pre-K & K ^ 




4. TeachinR-Secondarv 


- - ■ * 


5. TeachinR-Handicapped 




6. Teacher Aide 




7 • Librarian 




8. Library Aide 




9. Supervision 




10. Direction and Management 




II. Counseling 




12. Psychologist 




13. Testing 




14. Social Work 




15. Attendance 




16. Nurse 




17. Physician 




18. Dentist 




19. Clerical 




20. Other Professional 




21. Other Non- Professional | 
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SECTION B 



ACHIEVEMENT INFORMATION 
I. Directions for Completing Table XIV 

Table XIV is designed to report most achievement gains measured in terms of 
i ""'^ post-test data. Objectives which are so measured 

should be reported on this table If at all possible., Attainment of oSlectiveo 
not measured .by pre and post-test differences should be reported on Table XV. 

Achievement Gains ; Using the format and codes described below, complete 
Table XIV Indicating the achievement gains made by students particlpatinR 
In this component (Instructional Activity). f * 'b 

Important : Report gains for each ^rade level served by the Instructional 
Activity on a separate line of Table XIV. 



ERIC 



The following sample performance objective Is reported as an examole on 
the first line of Table XIV. 

Sample Performance Objective ; By the end of the 1973-74 school 
year, third grade students participating In the ABC Instructional 
Activity will demonstrate an average of one month's gain per 
month of instruction, between pre and post-testing. In reading 
comprehension as measured by the reading comprehension subtest 
of the CTBS Expanded Edition. 

Column 1 : (a) Enter a brief statement of -.he performance objective as stated 
in the approved project proposal. (b) Most Title I instructional activities 
funded in Kentucky are in the areas of reading (115); mathematics (120)- 
general education, including reduction of class size, tutoring in all subject 
areas, etc. (126); and special education for the handicapped (128) If the 
component evaluation you are reporting is not in one of these areas, write 

NA in the box to the upper left of the objective. For the areas of reading, 
mathematics, general education (reduction of class size, tutoring) and 
special education, code numbers have been established for classifying objectives 
into general categories. Most performance objectives in these components of 
Kentucky Title I projects will resemble one of the general categories established 
for that particular instructional area. 

If you are reporting on a component in one of the four areas listed above 
please study carefully the categories for the appropriate subject area ' 
(Appendix B of instruction booklet) and select the objective that most rasembles 
your stated objective. Record the code number for that objective in the bdx 
just above and to the left of your objective. If none of the general categories 
of objectives listed in Appendix B resemble your stated objective, write "NA" 
In the box. 

Important : Report on a separate line achievement data for each grade level 
When succeeding lines are used to report data related to the same objective* 
(but for different grade levels) it is not necessary to rewrite the objective 
on each line. Just enter the appropriate code number or "NA" in the mnall 
box at the left on each line. 
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When all grade levels for which a given objective applies have been ^^l^f^A 
write your second objective (if „K,re than one objective ia to be ren^Si ^ ' 
Table XIV). record the proper code in the box at left, anJ «port e^J^nr 
each grade level for that objective. ' ^^^^ ^^^'^ 

Cfii^^: Enter the code froo Appendix C describing the test Lnstrun*ent 
utilized to assess the «bjective. »-«.u»«;«i. 

Coliann . 3 : Enter the month and year that the pre-test was administered. 
Colu5m_4: Enter the inonth and year that the post-test was administered. 
£2ll]ffiL,5: Enter the grade level for which data are reported. A separate 
tloLilctivu'J. ^"'^^ ''^'^ the iLtruc- 

Column 6 : Enter che r.umter of students which pre ana oost data are 

reported. Only these students receiving both tSu- pre-test" and the ooat- 
test should be reported in Table XIV. 

Column 7: Enter the code below that describes tlie score type. 

A - Grade Equivalent C - Percentile 

B - Raw Score D - Stanine 

Note: In Columns 8, 9, 10, and 11, report all averages, expected gains and 
actual gains to tiie nearest tenth. Example: A. 2 or 7.0. ' 

Column 8: Enter the pre-test average score using the score type specified 
in Column 7. 

Column 9: Enter the post-test average score usl.ig the score type specified 
in Coliimn 7. 

Column 10: Enter Che expected gain in terms of the score type specified in 
Column 7. 

CpJjgmJJ,: Enter the actual gain in terms cy the score type specified in 
Co lumn 7 . 

Column 12: Enter the number of students whose individual gains equalled or 
exceeded the expected gain from Column 10. 

Directions for Completing Table XV 

a. State the established objective in the first column of Table XV. Thlfl 
Information should be reported for objectives which cannot be evaluated 
on Table XIV or for those stated objectives that were not met as reoortf J 
in Table XIV. t~ 

b. Please mark the appropriate column for results shown on the basis of the 
best objective and sublectlve Information you have on this activity. 

c. In the third column, please Indicate in what manner you arrived at your 
rating in the second column. Please do not hesitate to use teacher 
Judgement, t«acher-made tests, observation of ether professional staff 
or other information that might reflect changes not recorded by pre-test 
post-test data, j r f 
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mimst GAINS 



1. 

Suapli 

per 


2. 
Tilt 
Codi 


3. 

Diti 

Mo,/?r. 


4. 

Fott'Tutt 


5. 
Gridi 


6. 

liunber 
of 

Scudinti 


I 
Scon 

1m 

< » " 


8. 

Frt'Tiic 
Avdigi 


9. 

Pfilt'Tiit 
Aviri|i 


. 10. 
Ekpietid 


Clin 


i'. 

Nutibir 

MiitlQI tU 

Oblictlvc 


M'H Third indi studaoti, 
Cajpribcnjlon, m «o, p«r w, of ImtructlTO, 

cm toioki ^\m, 


00 


9/73 


5/74 


3 


100 


A 


2,2 


3.1 


.6 


g 


78 


# 


i 
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If 



Coaponent Code ^ ^ ^ Dlatrlct Codi-^-"- 



TABLE XV 



ACCOmiSHMENI OF OBJECTIVES 



ESTABLISHED OBJECTIVES 

OR GOALS 
List in this space those 
objectives established 
and Included in your 
approved project which 
cannot be evaluated on 
Table XIV or were not 
net on the basis of 
standardized pretest, 
poat-teat data. 



RESULTS 
SHOWN 



PUCE AN X IN 
THE APPROPRIATE 
COLUMN FOR EACH OBJ. 



u 

g 0) 

■ > 
0 

u 



a. 

01) 

Z 6 

A 



> 0 

•H CO 

U C 

« 4 

z 



USING OBJECTIVE AND SUBJECTIVE DATA JUSTIFY 
YOUR JUDGMENT ABOITI YOUR RESULTS 



In your approved project plan you told how you would 
evaluate each objective or activity, In this column 
you should tell how successful you were in achieving 
these objectives using the device is liidicated in 
your plan. Be sure that ycu have Justified the column 
checked with an X it the "results shown" column. 



